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Apart from the embarrassment caused to the Ministry and its
chief by the independence of Palmerston at the Foreign Office, there
were not lacking other elements of weakness. They suffered defeat
in the Lords on their Parliamentary Oaths Bill (1849); m finance
they gave the impression of not knowing their own mind, an impres-
sion strengthened by their conduct of the Budget of 1850 ; on tLj
subject of parliamentary reform the Prime Minister's own wishes
v^ere frustrated by the Cabinet; above all, there was unrest in the
Churches.
In ecclesiastical administration T.ussell was a typical Whig of the Ecclesias-
eighteenth century. Himself a man of deep and unaffected piety,tical
his ecclesiastical bias was towards Liberal Evangelicamsm. But hea airs
was primarily an Erastian. Mr. Gorham's successful appeal to the
Piivy Council (1850) gave him, therefore, genuine pleasure on every
ground. Dr. Philipotts, Bishop of Exeter, had refused to institute
Mr. Gorham to a benefice in that diocese on account of his erroneous
views on baptismal regeneration. The Court of Arches supported
the Bishop ; the Privy Council, as ultimate Court nf Appeal in
ecclesiastical causes, declared in favour of Gorham. By the Trac-
tarians the judgment was bitterly related, And for two reasons.
They questioned the right of a secular Court to pronounce judgment
on a question of doctrine, and they disliked the particular doctrine
held by Mr* Gorham. The heat engendered by this judgment has
not yet entirely evaporated. But it would not be easy to set up &
tribunal at once more efficient and more impartial The Judicial
Committee does not presume to decide whether a particular doctrine
is false or true: it is merely invested with authority to declare
whether such a doctrine is consistent with the formiibries of the
Established Church,
The excitement aroused by the Gorham controversy was, how- The Ro
ever, partial and insignificant compared with the universal ferment g*?
into which England was thrown by an act of " Papal aggression ", hierarchy
On September 80th 1S50, Pope Pius IX., now restored to the Vatican
by Republican France, issued a Bull dividing England into twelve
territorial dioceses Hitherto the Roman Bishops had been in
partibus, but Father Wiseman was mm created a Cardinal and
Archbishop oi Westminster, and the other Roman Bishops
assumed territorial titles. " The thing itself, m truth, is little or
nothing and does not justify the irritation. What has goaded the
nation is the manner, msolent and ostentatious, in which it has been
done.5* Thus Palmerston wrote to his brother, and his words
described, with absolute precision, the situation. To Lord John the
action of the Papacy seemed to be ** insolent and insidious '*; and
the Prime Minister unquestionably represented in this matter the
opinions of the great mass of his countrymen, But there was
ambiguity m his assertion that the nation looked ** with contempt on